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Comments re: RM-7869 by Jay O'Brien and the DXPSN.

As a user of the Northern Califonia/lfevada DX Packet Spotting
Ketwork (DXPSK), I wish to support all comments filed by Mr.
Jay O'Brien.

Aa Mr. O'Brien points out, '~e would hope the ARRL would
quantify the numbers of Amateurs who would use the proposed
222.000-222.150 MHz segment,and exactly why 222.150 MHz
should be the band segment edge rather than 222.100, 222.050,
222.125 or even 222.500 MHz." This statement points out the
ARaL's arbitrary nature regarding this issue.

aeference is also made in Mr. O'Brien's comments to the
"Knife-Edge" path which makes up the California-Kevada link
on 222.140 MHz. I have performed a mainframe computer
analysis of this link, and would like to expand upon this
statement. The 222.140 MHz Path between Ophir Hill, NV
(7770' ANSL) and Rio Linda, CA (46' ANSL) is approximately
105.5 miles in length. It has a diffracted loss of 175 dB
over two isolated obstacles and spans the entire Sierra
Kevada mountain range. The obstructions in the path
contribute an additional S2 dB 1088 over "Pree Space" to the
signals. Calculated Receiver Input levels at each end are
les. than 1 microvolt (-110 dBm). This path is extremely
fragile and must be protected with proper coordination and
engineering by the AlDateur community. It is extremely unique
and represents a truely state-of-the-art application.

An additional study to determine the viability of using the
70 em amateur band for this link was performed, but indicated
the controlling propagation mode would be "Tropospheric
Scatter". An additional 10 dB of system gain would most
likely be insufficent to insure equal system reliability to
the existing 222.140 MHz path.
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Because of the above reasons, I re.pectfully .~t the
Comnd.sion reject the ARRL propo.al until additional
information regarding pre.ent occupancy of the 220 NBs band
8upports 222.150 MRs as a demarcation point for Auxiliary
Links and Repeaters.

Should the CODBdssion feel obliged to act on this Rule
Naking, 1 would like to join Mr. O'Brien in suggesting
222.100 - 222.150 MRs be considered for Auxiliary Link
applications.

Consideration to my comments are greatly appreciated.

Respectfully Submitted,
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